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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 No references cited in text in the introduction 
 Introduction content was found repetitive and needed a bit depth 
 By the end of the introduction you need to explain ‘what is your purpose of 

the study’ which is missing in the article. 
 Methodology didn’t speak about how the impact of micro credit is measured 

– scale details, continuum, level of measurement, statistical tools used for 
analysis. 

 Didn’t mention the null and alternate hypothesis in methodology but used in 
the table showing accepted and rejected – What is the hypothesis? 

 Table values – all are given asterisk – Clarity not found 
 Many results are stated in R&D with missing connections – Justify with your 

objectives of the study 
 Conclusion – in appropriate 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 Corrections in references 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 Mentioning the research design at the start of the methodology would be 

appropriate 
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